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SHOOTING* OF KAJ. GEN. EDWIN A, WALKER 

1* Th ° r ° 12 no footnot<> after the sentence concerning 
iho 15 yvar old boy vho saw two men leave the area. 

2. Sana after the statement that a friend of Walker gave . 
infor^tlon vo who police about the two son snooping around. Also that 
statement is not correct. Walker gave the information to the police. 

5. No footnote after statomoni re results of private 
investigation , 

4o No footnote after statement that the note was in tho 
0 Bo ole of Useful Advice. 5 

5c Tno second full paragraph on page AS assumes a lot of 

knowledge about Oswald's movements and about the Paines that the reader 

had not gotten anywhere yot, except in the first chapter narrative. 

A few extra words as suggested in tho margin of the galley might 

improve things considerably. Furthermore, tho first sentence needs a 

footnote, as does tho entire next paragraph, which has not one footnote to 
its nexjo . 

6, In tho paragraph on photographs, a footnote is needed after 
the first sentence. Tho second sentence must be changed because at 
prosonw it implies that Oswald told Karina about tho notebook or ;,- r 
Ghov°d it to her vhon ho returned the night after the attack. She 
stated in her testimony in July that she did not sos what was in tho 
notobook until 5 days after tho attack and thoro is nothing to her early 
testimony that I know about to support tho proposition now in the Report' 
__ • , • 


snooting of kaj. gen. edwin a. walker 


1, Thoro is no footnoto aftor tho oontonco concerning 
tho 15 yoar old boy who saw two non loavo tho aroa, 

2, Sana after tho otatomont that a friond of V.'alkor pi va 
Information to tho pollco about tho two non onooplng oround. Alao that 
otatoaont ia not eorroot. Walkor gavo tho information to tho polieo. 

5. No footnote aftor etatonont ro rooulta of privato 
investigation. 

4. No footnoto aftor Etatonont that tho note vao in tho 
‘Loot: of Uooful Advico." 

5. Tho aooond full paragraph on pago 48 aosuaos a lot of 
knovlodgo about Oswald's novomonto and about tho Painoo that tho roador 
had not gotten anywhoro yet, oxcopt in tho fir at chaptor narrative, 

, A * ow extra words as suggostod in tho nargin of tho galloy night 
improve thinga conoidorably. Furthomoro, tho first sor.tonco noods a 
footnoto, as doos tho entire next paragraph, which has not ono footnoto to 
its nano. 

6. In tho paragraph on photographs, a footnoto ia noedod aftor 

tho first contonca. Tho second ssntonco nuot bo ohangod bocauso it 
prooont it implies that Oswald told Karina about tho notoboo’.: c :• 

shoved it to her whan ho ratumod tho night aftor tho attach. 

atatod in her tostinony in July that sho did not boo vhnt was in tho 

notebook until 5 days aftor tho attack and thoro is nothing in hor oariy 

¥ 

tootinony that I know about to support tho proposition now in tho Report. 
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7. Statomont that Oswald apparently destroyed the notobook 
should be changed in order to rofloot fac J that ho did destroy it, and at 
tho suggestion of hio vifo. 

8 0 Second to last aontonce in photographs section must "bo 
changed to indicate that Oswald did not bury his rifle in some bushoe, 
but rather that ho nay have hidden it there,. 

9. Query usage of n ballistics" in first paragraph of 

section. Same as to last paragraph thereof. 


10. Under " Corroboration by Marina Oswald ” wo learn for the 
first timo about a postponement of the attempt to kill Walker, There 
is no mention oj, fr on w non, what the circumstances of tho postponement 
were, what happonod to the- rifle in -the meantime, etc. It. should bs 
set forth,, since there ia no mention of it above, as 2 recall. 


.1 


OSWALD'S RIFLE CAPABILITY 


, Jji.'LS’.y un m vfi- 

1. Tho purpose of this section is to Oswald's 

A 


r 

r 

{ 


ability to fire a rifle, Tho third word at tho top of pago 50 of the 

galleys, which is apparently meant to do scribe Oswald, is "marksman." j. 

r 

A marksman is one skilled at shooting at a mark; one who shoots well, 

1 

Kot only do we bog tho question a little, but the sentence is inexact 

in chac. tho shoe-, vnich it doscribes, would bs the same , for a marksman i 

1 7 

as it would for on© who was not & marksman. How about? "Tho assasbaihs 
shots from tho easternmost window of tho south side of the Texas School - 
Booit Doponitdry woro at a slow-moving targot proceeding on a downgrade 


virtually straight away from tho aasaes&ln, at a rang® of 177 to 2 66 foot. 




7. Statement that Oswald apparor.-.iy aoswojr»* — * 

„hould bo ohangod In order to refloat that ho did do a troy It. c*d 

tho suggestion of his wifo, 

8. Second to last sentence in photographs section must ho 
ohangod to indicate that Oswald did not bury hi. rifle in some bushes 
hut rather that ho nay haw hidden it thore. 


9. Query usage of “ballistic.* in first paragraph of 

section. Ssno as to last paragraph theroof, 


■Firearms Identification' 


■ Corroboration by Karina Oswald * wo learn for tho 
ootponomont of tho attonpt to kill Wallcor. Shore 
m when, what tho ciiouastancos of tho postponement 
to tho .rifle in -tho meantime, oto. It. should bs 
ire is a© saatiea of it abore, a. I recall „ 


OSmD'S RIFLS CAPIBILITT 
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2. Tho loot sentence In tho first paragraph on galley pagp ' 

50 should indicate that tho slope of Ela street is downward. 

5o Tho soction on tho nature of tho shots deals basically 

with tho range and tho effect of a telescopic sight. Several exports 

conclude that the shots were easy. There is, however, no consideration 

given hero to the tine allowed for the shots. I do not see how someone 

can conclude that a shot- is easy or hard unless ho knows something about 

110,7 16nS tn0 :£lror ^ to ehoot * i.e., how much time is allotted for the 
photo . 

On nature of the shots— Frazier testified that one would 
have so difficulty is hitting a target with a telescopic eight, eincs 
all you have to do is put the crosshairs on the target. On page 51 
of tho galleys, however, bn testified that shots fired by 'FBI agents with 
ino assassination weapon wore r 'a few inches high and to the right of tho 
target. „ . because of a defect in the scope. » Apparently no cao knows j 

■when that defect appeared, or if it was in the scope at tho time of tho j 
assassination. If it was, and in tho absence of any evidonco to tho ; 

contrary one aay.. assume that it was, putting tho crosshairs on tho target | 
vovad clearly havo resulted in a miss, or it very likely would, in any j 
event. I have raised this question before. • Thore is a great doal of 
testimony in tho record that a telescopic sight is a sensitive proposition. 
You can’t leave a rifle and scops laying around in a garage underfoot r 
ior almost threo months, Just having brought it back from few Orleans 
in tho back of a station wagon, and expect to hit anything with it, unless ' 
you take tho trouble to fire it and sight tho scope in. This would 
have boon a problem that should- have boon dealt with in' any event, and 
now that it turns put that there actually was a do foot in tho scope/ " 
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2. Tho loot aontoneo la tho first paragraph on galloy page 
50 should indicate that tha elope of Elm otroot is downward. 

5. Tho oootion on tho naturo of tho ohoto deals basically 
with tho range and tho affect of a toloscoplo sight. Sovoral oxporta 
conoludo that tho shot® wore easy. Thore is, howovor, no consideration 
given hero to the tiao allowed for the shots. 1 do not soo how sonoono 
can conclude that a shot- Is easy or hard unloss ho knows somothing about 
how ling tha firor has to shoot, i.o., how much tins is allotted for -fc-la© 
shots. 

4, On nature of tho ohots— Frazier tootified that one would 
havo no difficulty in hitting a target with a toloscopio sight, since 
all you ha vo to do is put tho crosshairs on tho tar got. On pago 51 
of tho galloys, howovor, ho tostifiod that shots firod by FBI agonta with 
tho assassination weapon wero "a fow inches high and to tho right of tho 
targot...booauoo of a dofoot in the scopo, 1 Apparently no one knows 
whon that dofoot appearod, or if it was in tho ceopo at tho tiao of tho 
aasasalnation. . If it was, and in tho aboenco of any ovidoneo to tho 
contrary ono may-assumo that it was, putting tho crosshairs on tho targot 
would oloarly have resulted in a miss, or it very likoly would, in any 
evont. I have raised this question before. Thore is a great do&l of 
testimony in tho record that a telescopic- sight is a sonsitlvo proposition, 
you can't leave a rifle and scope laying around in a garage undorfoot 
for almost three months, Just having brought it back from Kov Orleans 
in tha back of a station wagon, and oxpeot to hit anything with it, unloss 
you take tho trouble to fire it and sight tho scopo in. This would 
have boon a problem that should kavo boon doalt with in any ovont, and 
sow that it turns out that ikaro actually vas a dofoot in tho scopo. 
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it in Perfectly cloar that tho question Eust bo considered. Tho present 
draft loaves tho Commission open to sovora criticism. Furthermore, to tho 
extent that it leaves testimony suggesting that tho shots night not 
have boon so easy out of the discussion, thereby giving only 6 part 
e? tho story, it is simply dl shone at, 

p 0 Why do wo have a statement concerning tho fact that ■ 
Oswald's Marino records show that he was familiar with the Browning 
Automatic Rifle, A? caliber pistol snd 12 guago riot gun? That is 
conplotoly irrolovant to tho question of hio ability to fir© a rifle, 
unless there is evidence that tho same skills are Involved. It is, 
furthermore, prejudicial to some extent. 

6. .Under the heading "Oswald's Rifle Practice Outside the 
Marines wo haw & statement concern, ing his hunting activities in Russia. 
St eayq that ho Joined a hunting club, obtained a license and wont 
hunting about oijc times. It does not cay what kind of a weapon he used. 
mi ° Z;m not c«flPlotoly familiar with tho record on this point, I do 
fea0W fe? a that thoro some indication that he used a shotgun. 
Undo? what theory do wo include activities concerning a s hotgun under 

a heading relating to rifle practice, and then presms not to advise tho 
reader of tho fact? 


. 7. Tho statements concerning Oswald's practice with tho 

assassination weapon aro misleading. They tend to give tho i impression 
that ho did more practicing than the record suggests that he did. My 
recollections that thore is onl 7 on ® specific timo when ho might have 
practiced. .-Wo should be more precise in 'this area, because tho Commission 
is going to have its work in this area examined very olc-soly. 

_ ' . . . 
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it ia porfootly oloar that tho quootion auot bo eonoidorod, Tho prooont 
draft loaves tho Comaioaion open to f aovoE> oritioiom. Furthoraoro, to tho 
extont that it loavoa toatiaony ouggootlng that tho ohota night not 
have boon oo aaey out of tho discussion, thereby giving only a part 
of tho atory, it la simply dlohonoot. 

5. Why do vo havo a otatonont oonooming tho fact that 
Oswald's Marino records allow that ho waa familiar with tho Browning 
Autonatlo Riflo, .45 calibor piotol and 12 guago riot gunT That ia 
conplotoly irrolovant to tho quoation of hia ability to fire a riflo, 
unions thoro ia ovidonoo that tho oono okills aro involved. It ia, 
fUriharaoro, projudioial to aono oxtont. 

6. Undor tho heading 'Oovald'a Riflo Pi'aetlco Outoido tho 
Karines 0 wo havo a otatonont conoorhlng hio hunting aotivitloo in Ruoaia. 
it says that ho Joinod a hunting olub, obtained a liconoo and vont 
hunting about aim tinoo. It dooa not nay what Kind of a voapon ho uood. 
While I as not conplotoly familiar with tho rooord on thin point, I do 
loaob for a fact that thoro ia oono indication that ho uood a shotgun. 

Undor what theory do vo lnoludo octlvitioo oonooming a ohotrun undor 

a heading rolating to riflo praotloo, and then proaumo not to adviao tha 
road, or of tho fact! 

7. Tho statoaonta oonooming Oswald's praotleo with tho 
assaooination weapon aro misleading. They tend to givo tho improaoion 
that ha did more practicing than tho record suggests that ho did. Ky 
rocollootion-ia that thoro ia only one spooifie tiso vhon ho might havo 
practised. -Wo should bo more procies ia’this area, baeauoo the Casaisaion 
ie going to' hava its vorlc ia this area axaainod wry oloaoly. 
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6. -On tho top of galley pag0 % wo have that statement about 
Oswald sighting tho telescopic sight at night on tho porch in Nov 
Orleans . I think tho support for* that proposition is thin indeed. 

Karina Oswald first testified that she did not know what he was doing ' 
°ut there and then oho was olswrljr Xo4 into tho cnl r 
any support to this proposition. 

9o I think tho lovol of reaching that is going on in this 
vholo discussion of riflo capability is nicely shown by tho fact that 
undor tho hoo.dj.ng oj rj.flo practice outside thoi Morins' Corps appears the 
doming statement that "Oswald showed an interest in rifles by 
discus sing that subject with others (in fact only ©no person as 1 
remember it) and reading gun magazines," 

CSoJcjJ 0 * ^ d ° n0t th ° r ° COrd wil1 SL1 PP° rt the statement 

that, did not leave his Bockioy Avenue roominghouse • on one of the 

weekends that he was supposedly seen at the Sports Drome Riflo Range. 

11 ' ' Th ° r ° is a “^statement in the third paragraph under Rapid 
Fire Tests when it says "Four of the firera missed the second shot. 8 ' 

The precoding paragraph states that there were oftly three flrors. 

12, Tnere are no footnotes whatsoever in the fifth paragraph 
under rapid fire tests end some rather important. otaWnta are mde 
which require corns support from some place, ' 

2 ’* 5s A minor poxnt as to tha^ost paragraph— bullets ore bettor 
oaid to ciriko rathor .than land. 




i. : 
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8. 'On tho top of galley P a S° 51 wo have that statomont about 
Oswald sighting tho tolooooplo sight at night on tho porch in Now 
Orleans. I think tho oupport for that proposition in thin indood. 

Marina Oswald first testified that oho did not know what ha w»n doing 
out tharo and thon sho woo ol->»rly lod Into tho only onovror thot cL-r^o 
any support to thla propooltion. 

9. I think tho level of roaching that is going on in this 
vholo discussion of riflo capability is nicoly shown by tho fact that 
undor tho hoading of riflo practico outcido tho Marino Corpo appears tho 
donning statement that "Oswald ohowod an intoreot in rifles by 
discussing that subjoct with othora (in fact only ono person as I 
roaombor it) and roadlng gun magazines." 

10. I do not think tho record will support tho statoednt 
tSSodcJcf 

thit^did not leave his Bockioy Avonuo rooainghouao on ono of tho 
vookanda that ho was suppooodly soon at tho Sports Droao Riflo Kongo. 

11. There is a nisstatocont in tho third paragraph undor Rapid 
Firo Tosts whon it says a Four of tho firers missed the socond shot, 0 

The procoding paragraph states that thoro wero only throe firers. 





12. ' Thoro ar© no footnotes whatsodvor in tho fifth paragraph 
under rapid fire tosts and soma rathor important statements or® mado 
which require seme support from somoplaoo. 

13. A minor point as to tha mart paragraph— bullets aro better 
said to strike r&thor than land. 
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14. As I road through the eoction on riflo capability it 
appears that Ip different sots of throo shots wore firod by supposedly 
export rifleman of tho FBI and other places. According to my 
calculations those 1 5 sots of shots took a total of 95.8 seconds to bo 
firod. Tho average of all 1 5 is a little over 6.2 seconds. Aiming 
that time is calculated cowsncin* Kith tho firing of the first shot, 
that moons tho average time it took to fire the two remaining shots 
Kao about 6.2 seconds. That comes to about J.l seconds for each ' 
ohot, not counting tho time consumed by the actual firing, which would 
not bo very much. I recall that Chapter three said that the minimum 
tirao that had to elapse between shots was 2.25 seconds, which is pretty 
■ clcoo to the one set of tost shots fired by Frazier of tho FBI. 

The conclusion indicates that Oswald had tho capability to ‘ • 
fire 5 shots with 2 hits in too* 4.8 to 5.6 seconds. Of tho fifteen ' 
eoto of throe shots described above, only three were fired within 4.8 
seconds. A total of 'five sets, including the three just mentioned, 

. were fired within a total of 5.6 seconds. The conclusion at its most 
extromo states that Oswald could fire faster than tho Commission 
exports firod in 12 of their 1 5 trios and that to any event he could 
fire faster than tho experts did in 10 of their 15 trios. If wo era 
going to sot forth material such as this, 1 think wo should sot forth • 
come information on how much training and how much shooting tho experts 
. had and. did as a whole. Tho readers could then have something on which 

W “ 3ir concerning tho relative abilities of tho 

apjwonwA/ slow firing exports used by tho Comission and the ability 
of Loo Harvey Oswald, * 
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14 . As I road through tho soction on riflo capability it 
appoors that 15 difforcnt sots of throo shots woro firod by supposedly 
oxport rifleman of tho FBI and othor places. According to ay 
calculations thoso 15 sots of shots took a total of 95.6 ooconda to be 
firod. Tho average of all 15 is a little over 6.2 ooconda. Assuming 
that time io eoloulotad coramonoing with tho firing of tho first shot, 
that moans tho avorago time it took to fire tho two rooaining ohot. 
wao about 6.2 aoaonda. That conoa to about J.l sooondo for oach 
ohot, not counting tho tlno conounod by tho aotual firing, which would 
not bo vory stuoh. I rocall that Chaptor throo said that tho 
timo that had to elapoo botwoon ohoto wao 2.25 ooconda, which ia protty 
Oloso to tho eno oot of fast ehota firod by Fraaior of tho FBI. 

Tho ooncluaion indicatoo that Oswald had tho capability to ’ 
firo 5 shots with 2 hita in ftrom 4.8 to 5.6 ooconda. Of the fiftoon 
sets of throo ahota doacribod abovo, only throo woro firod within 4.8 
seconds. A total of fire sots, inoluding tho throo Just mentioned, 
woro firod within a total of 5.6 sooonda. Tho conclusion at its moot 
extremo states that Oswald could firo fastor than tho Commission 
exports firod in 12 of their 15 trios and that in any ovoat ho could 
firo faster than tho exports did in 10 of thalr 15 trios. If wo aro 
going to sot forth material such as this, I think wo should oot forth 
some information on how much training and how much shooting tho exports 
had and did as a vholo. Tho roadors oould then havo something on which 
to base their judgments concerning the. relative abilities of tho 

apparently slew firing experts used by tfaa Comoiaoion and the ability 
®f Loo Harvay Oswald, 
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15. Tho probloaa raiood by the above onalyeos should bo not 
aVsomo point in tho toxt of tho Roport, Tho figure of 2,25 as a minimum 
firing tino for each shot is usod throughout chapter 5. Tho present 
discussion of rifle capability shows that export riflonen could not fir© 
tho assassination weapon that fhot 0 Only ono of the exports managed to do' 
coj, and his shots, like thoso of thoothor FBI experts, wore high and to tho 
right of tho target. Tho fact is that most of tho experts were much more 
px'ofioicnt with a ariflo than Oswald could ever bo expected to 'be, and tho 
record indicates that fact, according to my recollection .of the response 
of ono of tha exports to a question by Mr. HcOXoy coking for a comparison 
of an KRA master marksman to a Marino Corps sharpshooter, 

16, Tho present soction on rifle capability fails to set forth 
material in tho record tending to indicate that Oswald was not a good shot 
,and that ho was not interested in his rifle while in the Marino Corps „ 

It does not sot forth material indicating that a telescopic sight must bo 
tested and sighted in after a poriod of none-uso before it can bo expected 
to bo accurate. That problem is emphasised by the fact that tho FBI actually 
found that there was a defect in tho scops which caused tho riflo to fir© 

o . 

high and to tho right. In spite of tho above the present soction 


tokos only part of the material in tho record to show that Oswald 

was a good shot and that ho was interested in riflo s, 2 oubm.it that tho 


toe theory of Bolgado that Oswald was not interested in his rifle while 
in tho Marinos is at least as probative as Alba's testimony that Oswald 
coso into Mo garage to read rifle (and hunting) magazines. 

To put it bluntly that sort of selection from t3s record could 


soriowoly affect tho integrity end credibility of the entire Report. 




15« iho probloma raicod by the above analyses should bo net 
at soma point in tho text of tho Report. Tho figure of 2.2p ao a minimus 
firing timo for oach chot io uood throughout chapter J. Tho prooont 
discussion of riflo capability chowo that oxport rifloaon could not firo 
tho assassination weapon that flx.t. Only ono of tho exports managed to do 
6 °' and his shots, like thoso of tho other FBI exports, wore high and to tho 
right of the target. Tho fact is that cost of tho exports wore much mors 
proficient with a ariflo than Oswald oould over bo expected to bo, end the 
rooord indieatoo that faet, aoeording to my rocolloetion of tho response 
of one of tho exports to a question by to. HcOloy asking for a comparison 
of an HIU oaotor marksman to a Marino Corps sharpshooter. 


16 . Tho present section on riflo capability falls to sot forth 
material in tho rooord tending to indicate that Oswald was not a good shot 
.and that ho was not interested in his riflo whilo in tho Marino Corps. 

It dooa not sot forth material indicating that a tolosoopio sight must bo 
tested and sighted in after a period of nono-uoo before it can bo oxpoctod 
to bo aoourato. That problom is emphasized by tlio fact that .tho FBI actually 
found that thore was a dofoct in tho soopo which oausod tho riflo to fir® 
Mgh and to tho right. In opito of tho above tho present sootioa 
tokos only part of tho matorial in tho rooord to show that Oswald 
was a good shot and that ho was intoroctod in rifles. I outsit that tho 
testimony of Delgado that Oswald was not Intoroctod in his riflo whilo 
in tho Marines io at loast as probative ao Al'oa'a testimony that Oswald 
same into his garago to read rifle (and hunting) magazines. 

To put J.t bluntly that sort of colootion from tk> record oould 
seriously affect tho integrity and credibility of tho entire Report. 
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17. It seems to no that tho most honest end tho moot sensible 
thins to do given tho present otato of tho record on Oswald’s riflo 
capability would bo to vrito a very short sootion indicating that thoro 
is tostinen y on both oidoa of several iaouos. Tho Comal so ion could then 
conclude that tho boat evidonco that Oswald co uld fire his rifle as 

fast, ao ho did end hit tho target is tho fact tht ha did so. It may’ have 
boon pure luck. It probably was to a very groat extent. But it happened,, 
Ha would Lava had to have boon lucky to hit as ho did if ho had only 


4.8 a o condo to -f5.ro tho oho is, Vfhy don't wo admit that lusts ad ©f 
reaching osA us.mg only part of tho record to support tho propositions 
proaontly sot forth. la tho galleys. TJioso conclusions will novox fc© 


accepted by critical persons anyway 0 


GENERAL OOMKSNT 

1. B» uteri ws Witten without hiring the footnotes to tho 
cn.ap.nor;, a considerable disadvantage when one would like to cheek the 
aoouracy end precision of statements made in tho te:cfe 0 


2 0 Tho placozaont of footnotes is not consistent within tho 
otupior, nor with tho gonoral rulo that thoro aro to to footnotes after all 
diroot Ciujtoa. Kony tom thoro arc no footnotes whoro it appoars - ... 

^>1x3. 'b "t-b.0 V Q ClnOllXd. fco 0 


or 


Forffl as to orilttod material should be chocked. Tho form 
oltations to tho appondi* Is not consistent with Chapter } or internally. _. 

! l a iorgot to mention that eom« ouontion right bo raised whon tho 
publio dincovors tint thoro was only ono oyowitno, s to tho Sippit tilling, 

' XS" 


’V 


17. It sooao to no that tho moat hornst and tho coot sonsibl© 

e- 

tliinj to do given tho proscnt stato of tho rooord on Oswald's riflo 
capability vould bo to writo a vory short sootion indicating that thoro 
is testimony on both sides of several issues. Tho Cocmiosion could thon 
conoludo that tho boat svidonca that Oswald oould fire his riflo as 
fast as ha did and hit tho targot is tho fact tht ha did so. It nay havo 
boon puro luok. It probably was to a vory groat oxtent. But it happoned. 
Ha would havo had to havo boon lucky to hit as ho did if ha had only 
4.8 ooconds to firo tho shots. Why don't wo admit that instead of 
roach lag using only part of tho rooord to support tho propositions 

prosontly sot forth in tho galleys. Thooo conclusions will never bo 
accepted by oritioal parsons anyway. 

GSHERAL C0KM2NT 

1. The above was written without having tho footnotes to the' 
a considerable disadvantage whon one would like to shook the 

accuracy and prooision of statements made in the text. 

2. Tho placement of footnotes is not consistent within the 
chapter, nor with tho general rule that there are to bo footnotes after all 
direct quotes. Many times there are no footnote, where it appears 

that thoro should bo. 

5. Form as to omitted material should be checked. The form of 
citations to tho appendix is not consistent with chapter 5 or internally. 

I Merest to mention that soma question might be raised whoa th 
public dissevers that iharo was only one .eyewitness * ** Tip?u 




V 

i.G„ ? ono porson who saw Oswald kill him. All the rest only saw 
subsequent ovonts, Mrs. Markham is nicely buried there, but X prediet 
not for long, ' ' 








